3/31 '68 


Dear Joel, 


Your letter arrived after jrour cell. Sorry it was delayed, for I’d liked 
tc have straightened you out about Perm. He does not put anyone on, not on this 
subject. He is incorruptable, brave as few men, end quite sincere. He wants all the 
help we can get, as 1 do. 

However, if you noticed it, my reaction was identical with his. You asked me 
ebout the gun and - in .edicts ly termed it's "pump gun". I do not know whet the 
weapon is. I an not sufficiently familiar .with modern weapons to rusks a det-srmins- 
tion from a hazy print. Pent and I ere of the same generation, we both served in 
tV’JuI. Based on weapons I then used, my instinctive identification was a rump shot- 
gun, v.th which the weapon in fas picture seams identical. I have no doubt that 
in the service as perhaps in private life, Fenn is familiar with that kind of 
shotgun and is not familiar ’with any rifle that resembles the weapon in the orirt. 

Ycu tell me it is on automatic rifle and I tseka your word for it. Unless 
you tell me it is that, based on .my own experience, I tell you it is a pimp; shot sun. 
Ditto for Fenn. 

A'ere I to read significance into the. picture, I’d find more with i rifle 
than a shotgun, but I'd not be certain unless I could date the picture. From inter- 
nal contents, I a huess that it is one of the earlier ones, and durina the earlier 
.period x’d ha surprise, that the s arch was by an, unmni formed officer. I’d not 
have e?:pectea them to- 1st he on the scene, the t soon. Hor would I expect men to be 
searching sad carrying weapons except et the very beginning. Before very long it 
would be: known that the rleee was clear of oeople. 


Spregue should be able. to . date each sequence fairly closely. He might be 
able . to identify the officer. If he identified this fo-tage to ..e, 1 have now for-, 
getren whet he said, i know from my own work that there was a spliced roll of 
Alyes film, which this could be, es well as the original footage, dubs of mos^ of 
which f.prsgue located out-side of Dalles. 


■ 

Poor as the print is, 1' think it i. go-d enough to make positive identifica- 
tion of the- sight, fthen we were speaking, I suggested that you get a good print 
pf one' of the official photographs of the rifle for comparison. S ? nce then another 
idea occurs. You mey want to compere the ri fie itself with identified versions of 
the 1'1-C, of which there, were as ay. I do not know whether there was enough difference, 
if any, in the work? of the various models for this, but i have seen a standard 
work or rifles with deer pictures of trie various K-Cs. my impression is that this 
sight se-ns to be different then pictures I have seen of cast on the . "Oswald” rifle. 


If you have not returned the roll, by the time you get this, I think it woiikd 
he useful to have a few shots of „ the locating , of. the rifle, ss you' described it. 

The official pictures fail to make clear whet your words do and what I’d nresumed, 
how carefully the rifle was hidden. It would be useful to show the movements required 
in putting it where it. was and, how the rifle could not have been just tossed in 
there. You see, not e single print on any of the boxes. This is consistent with the 
hiding of the rifle before the shooting, not after. 

I think it is interesting that the men in the prints disar peers and is not 
seen during the search. Perhaps Dick has cheeked it out. It is not usual, though it 
msy be entirely innocent. 


If you do not know before.! do, I'll let you know when I hear from Gordon. 


Sincerely 



